THE   WITNESS:      Right.

JUDGE  KOUTRAS:     How deep was  the  water?

THE  WITNESS:     I  couldn't  say,   at  the  face.

JUDGE  KOUTRAS:     Everything that  you  saw led
you   to believe  that that's what that pump
was   there  for?

THE   WITNESS:      Right.

JUDGE  KOUTRAS:     So  you came to  the  conclusion
that   it was used  at  some  time to  do what it
was   intended  to  do,   that is,   to pump the water
out.

THE   WITNESS:      Correct.

Q.     Inspector  Smith,   did  the absence of  the
danger signs  have any effect on  your opinion
that   a violation  of  75.500 (a)   would have  still
existed even  if  the pump wasn't  energized?

A.     No,  it would  still be  the violation whether
it was  connected  or not.     It was  used to make   .
electrical connections  in  a working place.     It
was  nonpermissible  equipment.

JUDGE   KOUTRAS:     Wait a minute.     Her question was,
would   the absence or  the  presence  of  the danger
sign,   or.a tag,   tagging  had made  any difference?

THE   WITNESS:     No.      It would not.      If  it was
dangered off  at  the  power  center,   and that  switch-
box  was where  it was,  it would  still be a violation

JUDGE  KOUTRAS:     On  the theory that  someone would
disregard the danger  sign  and,   possibly,   come
up and plug it  in,   and would use   it?    Or,   that
at one  time it was  used? .

THE  WITNESS:     Well,   no.     Thinking  that if  the
switchbox,   itself,   was  lying  there,   no cables
attached to it,   nothing  connected,   I would  say
it_would be no violation.     A nonpermissible
switchbox being  there with cables  connected to
ft,   and connected  to the  circuit  breaker within
it,   is  a violation.                      ,

546was used to make those connections,
